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sexual addicts would not agree that it is. And if we
reply that the majority must decide, that 'anti-social'
implies whatever offends the conscience of the
majority, we are driven back on the original question
as to what principle is to guide the conscience of
the majority. It is no use trying to limit the meaning
of anti-social acts to those acts which definitely
conflict with the interests of the community; for
that interpretation will depend on the state of
public conscience or opinion. Would exhibitionism,
for example, be anti-social on that test? Would it
be anti-social for two people to have sexual connec-
tion in a public street? The answer would depend
entirely on the public conscience or taste, and the
question would still be unanswered as to how that
conscience or taste should be formed.
Nor is the doctrine of free-love or self-expression
in itself a constructive moral principle. It is merely
the line of non-resistance: the impulses are to
dictate, and we are to follow our impulses. It is an
automatic course of action, like smoking a cigarette
whenever we feel inclined to do so, rather than
rationally guided action. We shall have to find a
more satisfactory principle than that to which to
refer our code of sexual behaviour.
I do not suggest that if 'free-love' became the
universal standard, society would become more
sexed than it is at present: men and women do not
necessarily carry sex expression to excess because they
are free to do so. But the sex morals of such a society
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